A glance at the above tables will show that the duration of the disease will not serve as a means of diagnosis between sand-fly fever and dengue.
It is a curious fact that in the original discussion with Sir Leonard Kogers he insisted that the seven-day fever could not be dengue as dengue was always described as a fever of three or four days' duration. Now I have to face the argument that sand-fly fever cannot be dengue, because the latter is a fever of longer duration.
It is quite clear that dengue may be a fever of less than three days' duration or a fever of three to seven days, and also that sand-fly fever may be a fever of four to seven days' duration as well as of three days or less.
In certain epidemics the short or the long type of fever predominates, but in many epidemics they occur in about equal numbers.
It might be argued that when numbers of cases of the two types occur at the same time we are really dealing with two distinct diseases occurring simultaneously, but if this were so, some of the writers would be sure to mention the occurrence of both types of fever in the same person at short intervals.
The absence of any reference to such occurrences strongly suggests that an attack of the short fever protects against an attack of the longer fever and vice versa.
This constitutes very strong evidence of the fevers being either the same or at any rate of their being very closely related to each other.
It is clear that the duration of the fever cannot be relied on to distinguish between dengue and sand-fly fever.
My personal view of the fever is that it is of the relapsing type and that in some epidemics the relapse is uncommon while in others it generally occurs.
The factors which influence the occurrence of the relapse may be (1) It is when they complicate the text-books and confuse students and practitioners by long and unnecessary descriptions that it is essential to issue a definite challenge to them.
